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The Vienna final document provides a varied program, 
unprecedented in the CSCE process, for the period up to 


more efficient role in the CSCE process. There are many 
areas that have not yet been explored or which require 
further steps, for instance education and science. We 
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and national or ethnic identities of different regions. I 
am convinced that, among the mutually complementary 
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forms and trends of European cooperation, the CSCE 
process continues to play a unique and indispensable 
role, serving as an overall framework and acting as a 
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[Text] Geneva, January 23 (MTI)—The H i 
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so that the talks to be launched on the red 
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the structure of the participants’ “world models,” the 
system of values, interests and objectives and scenarios 
of the future development of events which determine to 
a decisive extent the outcome of the interaction between 
wer mgt aes eg 


Artificial intelligence methods, which are being developed 
jeonabechy mt Ge poten dens, cake & penile ty ates 


an Opportunity in principle 


Introduction of the new political thinking in the every- 
day use of international relations together with the 
existence of a vast amount of contentious and unsettled 


been guided by the criteria of “bargaining” and resource- 
ful combinations to the detriment of the balance and 
efficiency of the adopted decisions. An understanding of 
the prospects of a complex and fundamental period in 
human history connected with the advancement of tasks 
of the creation of an all-embracing system of interna- 


tional security requires the thorough t of 
qualitatively new means and methods by the joint efforts 
of men of practice and scientists. 

Footnotes: 


1. KRASNAYA ZVEZDA, 26 June 1988. 


2. See “Strategic Stability Under the Conditions of 
Radical Reductions in Nuclear Arms. Concise Account 
of a Study,” Moscow, 1987, pp 23-33, 36-39. 


3. See “Disarmament end Security. Yearbook of the 
Institute of the World Economy and International Rela- 
tions: 1987,” Moscow, 1988, pp 283-299. COPY- 
RIGHT: Izdatelstvo TsF. KPSS “Pravda”. 

“Mirovaya ekonomika i mezhdunarodnyye otnoshe- 
niya”, 1988. 


Dispute Over Academic Discussion of Arms 
Control, Security Issues 


Theoretical Approach Defended 
18160003k Moscow MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I 
MEZHDUNARODNYYE OTNOSHENIYA in Russian 
No 10, Oct 88 pp 125-130 


E. Pozdnyakov rejoinder: “With Whom, How and For 
t Reason Is A. Arbatov in Dispute?) 


[Excerpts] Reading some articies in our newspapers and 


journals today, you find out for yourself not only much 
that is new but sometimes what is simply a surprise, what 
you yourself would never have guessed. 
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essence of this analysis later, but I would like now to say 
something else. 


So the “lyric poets” have acquired, albeit not without 
effort, some flesh and blood: they are, at a minimum, 
myself and those who in one way or another share my 
viewpoint. Inasmuch as there are in the article no other 
pointers as to whom A. Arbatov has in mind by “lyric 
poets,” I have every reason to take as being addressed to 
me all the unaddressed charges with which he so gener- 
ously bestrewed in his article the “lyric poets” in general. 


I am, to be honest, little, if at all, embarrassed by the fact 
that I have come to be in the “lyric poets” category (there 
is even something flattering in this), but inasmuch as I 
have been put there not per my own wishes, then, as a 
meticulous individual, I would like to investigate the 
grounds in accordance with which this was done and 
which prompted A. Arbatov to publicly maintain the 
existence in our political science of two seemingly con- 
tending schools. 


We find in the article three groups of arguments confirm- 
ing, in the author’s opinion, the existence of these 
different currents and the dispute between them. These 








in-depth knowledge of military strategy, weapons sys- 
tems and the military balance of forces.” The adherents 
to the other (the “lyric poets”) not only maintain that the 
main thing is policy and that military-technical details, 
the “pieces of iron,” so to speak, divert analysis from the 
main issues but altogether “deny the need for study of 
military specifics” (No 4, pp 11, 21). Where do they 
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ascribe to one’s opponents whatever one wished: it 


which is closes: to practice (if, of course, the reference is 
not to the practice of primitive man), not to mention the 
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fact that there is in practice simply no such separation in 
respect of these methods: depending on the specific 
scientific ends and tasks, scholars employ one method or 
the other, not even aware of this frequently. Incidentally, 
about methodology: A. Arbatov’s assertion that the 
“technocrats” are ing Wi i 
tive method to find the “political ‘philosophers’ stone’ of 
the problems of international security” (my emphasis— 
E.P.) sounds quite curious inasmuch as he puts this 


understood, of course, that the expression “philsophers’ 
stone” is used by the author for effect. 


Finally, right at the end of the article the author—quite 
unexpectedly and in defiance of the first two argu- 
ments—makes a statement which cannot fail to dismay: 
“The dispute between the ‘politicians’ and ‘technocrats’ 
(the latter-day ‘lyric poets’ and ‘physicists’),” he writes, 
“is more often than not without a real basis.” It is, the 
author continues, “caused for the most part not by 
different approaches to the problem” (at this point one 
begins to wonder in bewilderment: but what about the 
i in induction and deduction and the 
approaches which were outlined in the first argument?). 
This dispute, we read further, “reflects the endeavor of 
some to avoid systematic study of extremely complex 
military-strategic subject matter... and a willingness of 
others to undertake this painstaking and interminable 
labor” (my emphasis—E.P.) (No 5, p 29). 


Here, at anyone can see, the notorious dispute among 
political scientists is caused, it transpires, not by differ- 
ences in scientific principles and methods of research but 
a simple division between the and unscrupulous 
“political lyric poets” shunning di ies and the dili- 
gent and industrious “technocrats” selflessly prepared 
for “painstaking and interminable” labor. This argu- 
ment goes altogether beyond the framework of science, 
and therefore let us leave it without the attention which 
it would merit in some other case unrelated to science. 


Were I to confine myself merely to showing the incon- 
sistency in A. Arbatov’s arguments, their contrived 
nature and artificiality and the unlawfu! division of 
political scientists per the characteristics which the 
author of the article proposes, | would not be accom- 
plishing my mission in full. The point being that this 
division itself is not as inoffensive as might appear. The 
artificial division and counterpoise of some scientists to 
others and some scientific schools to others has its 
gnoscological, so to speak, and practical roots. I shall 
dwell on them briefly. 


One line in A. Arbatov'’s arguments is perfectly clearly 
aimed not only at showing but also publicly deriding the 
barrenness, futility and pedantry which exist, in his 
opinion, in the studies of the “political lyric poets”. 
Although, I would note, this is not buttressed in docu- 
mentary form anywhere in the article, and all the charges 
are of purely rhetorical nature. In fact just look at the 











formulas fit for all contingencies of life and handsome in 
their infallibility and inutility” (No 4, p 21). 


He writes about them at the end of the article: “The 
‘political scientists,’ appealing (where? when? who?— 
E.P.) for people not to preoccupy themselves with ‘pieces 


charge leveled at this scientific school or the other or 
anonymous scientists, scientists in general, and 


A. Arbatov raises his voice repeatedly in the article in 
support of the usefulness of science and in support of it 
being brought closer to practice. He desires science to be 
useful. An excellent desire! But for it to be such it is 
necessary primarily to afford it an opportunity to be 
science, that is, to liberate it from tutelage on the part of 
practice, which under our conditions is nothing other 
than tutelage on the part of government officials and 
bureaucrats of various departments 
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not engender malicious dogmatism on the one hand and 
i inefficiency and a complete 
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cultivated and, finally, firmly established with 
was the case in the distant past, but was the case also in 
the not-too-distant past: the tradition has proven durable 
also in the soil of the socialism which is being built. 
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expressed in the defamation and extermination of scien- 
tific personnel and a lagging behind the West in most 
important scientific spheres but also indirect damage, 
having created a type of scientist in whom a readiness for 
and love of search for the objective truth and universal 
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idous and tenditions. But in mnaiatnniag dh existence of 


virtual inutility of one of these currents he is, whether he 
wishes this or not, in practice serving as a conduit of such 


ideas and i needless discord between closely 
related and m schools of scien- 
tific research. And inasmuch as the basis of this 


action or, if you wish, “embodied policy”. “This level of 
arms or the other,” I wrote, “is a direct effect of states’ 
them. In order, consequently, to do away with the effect 
it is necessary to begin with the removal of the causes 
giving rise to this effect. The causes, however, are always 
political and cannot be otherwise.” 


Translating this opinion into the language of metaphor, 
I would add that to cure this disease (social or physical) 
or the other we need to treat not its symptoms or effects 
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but to treat its causes, in which the disease is concealed. 
Thus the arms race is a symptom and expression of the 
disease whose name is the division of the world into 
opposite socioeconomic systems and the military-polit- 
ical groupings ot states corresponding thereto intensified 
by ideological intolerance in respect of one znother. For 
this reason it is necessary in order to do away with the 
arms race, if not to remove it altogether, to at least 


appreciably undermine its political foundation. 


A. Arbatov believes that the “merit of the adduced 
syllogism is that it is utterly incontestable, but only at a 
very high level of generalization.” Its shortcoming, on 
the other hand, is that, upon its practical application “a 
nultitude of questions arises” (No 5, p 19). If one takes 
as a shortcoming of this syllogism or the other the fact 
that it gives rise to a multitude of questions, and as a 
merit, the fact that it does not give rise to questions, let 
it be as Arbatov says, although I am of a different 
opinion. But what are these questions? A. Arbatov 
believes that the direct linkage of policy with arms levels 
“gives rise in a number of cases not only to theoretical 
objections but also leads directly to an impasse from the 
viewpoint of practical recommendations” (No 5, p 19). 
What are these cases and what kind of theoretical 
objections may there be here? What he went on to write 
caused me the greaiest amazement. 


“In fact,” he inquires, “is there between the USSR and 
the United States a singie political conflict which justifies 
the stockpiling of approximately 50,000 nuclear weap- 
ons and the continued buildup of the potentials of 
destruction? Is there a single intelligible explanation of 
the political facotrs in respect of which the Warsaw Pact 
or NATO would resolve to attack one another? But 3 
million-strong groupings of the armed forces of the two 
alliances, up to 80,000 tanks and approximately 6,000 
attack aircraft are in confrontation on the continent” 
(my emphases—E.P.) (No 5, p 19). 


In fact, where has all this sprung from: there are no 
political factors,but armed forces fantastic in terms of 
their quantitative and qualitative parameters confront 
one another? Did the words quoted above not belong to 
a well-known political scientist, it might have been 
thought that they had been written by a dilettante. I 
cannot imagine that A. Arbatov has let escape his atten- 
tion the entire postwar history of the rigid opposition 
and confrontation of the two blocs and the worid’s 
militarily most powerful states at the head of them: 
primarily the “cold war,” packed with numerous con- 
flicts, in which both powers and both military-political 
groupings sometimes overtly, sometimes covertly partic- 
ipated (the Korean War, the Near East conflict, the 
Caribbean crisis, the events in Hungary, Poland, the 
GDR and Czechoslovakia, Angola, Afghanistan, the 
deployment in Europe of Soviet and American missiles 
and so on and so forth). If all this does not pertain to 
political factors of the spurring of tension and, corre- 
spondingly, the arms race, to what, I venture to ask, does 
it pertain? 
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, “Deep Cuts in Strategic Arms” (MEMO 


4, 5, 1988). 


2. E. Pozdnyakov, “Relationship of Economics and 


Politics in Interstate Relations” (MEMO No 10, 1987). 


3. IZVESTTYA, 15 June 1988. 
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MEZHDUNARODNYYE OTNOSHENIYA in Russian 
[A. Arbatov rebuttal: “Is There Really Cause for a 
my respected opponent himself 
himself as a “meticulous” individual, he has 


181600031 Moscow MIROVAYA EKONOMIKA I 
No 10, Oct 88 pp 130-134 


Need for Hard Information, Practical Application 


COPYRIGHT: Izdateistvo TsK KPSS “Pravda”. 
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practical i 
proposed the establishment of a transitional period, in 


clear and the growing 
of the idea of defensive strategy and the need for a 
of the structure of arms and 


the creation of a military commission in the USSR 


tional affairs experts are manifestly in arrears here to the 
which are 


have to be taken into account. 


The defensive doctrine, the elimination of foreign bases 
and other initiatives which we propose cannot, ss 
fail to exert an influence on the future 

ho 'on Saeaes Gumee ont Giaeiaas Wandin Ue, 4 
which direction? It is this that has to be studied. As a 
whole, however, there is evidently an acute need for 
unification of the scattered efforts of Germany scholars, 
the organization of the close coordination of research: 
and the joint elaboration of the most contentious and 
topical aspects of a scientific direction. [passage omitted] 
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